Parliamentary Government in England
ended. They are now compelled to discuss the framework
they had assumed to be unalterable. Between them and
their opponents there now lie differences hardly to be
bridged upon the old terms, or in the old way. Herein is
the central problem that the party-system confronts. For
the Constitution that it operates had translated its unity
upon assumptions into institutions habituated to that unity.
Freedom of speech, freedom of association, these were the
outcome of the assurance, the self-confidence, bred of
unity. Their power to preserve them lay in the fact that
they chose the issues to be discussed; and it was difficult
for issues other than those they decided to choose to be
discussed at all. The Irish learned this; and the genius of
Parnell forged the weapon of obstruction to compel
attention to the wrongs of Ireland. Until his advent,
British policy on its problems had been a typically English
mixture of cajolery and repression. It is not unfair to
argue that this was also their method with the labour
problem until the new status of the Labour Party deci-
sively altered the contours of debate. The handling of that
alteration lies at the heart of the future of parliamentary
government,
Let us note that these are not characteristics of Great
Britain only; they are universal in capitalist democracies.
We can see the same forces compelling the consolidation
of Republican and Democrat in the United States as a
party of property seeking to resist the invasion of its
hitherto uncontrolled empire. Rather more slowly, the
same evolution occurs in Canada; and it is already setting
the frame of events in Australia and New Zealand* In
South Africa, its arrival has been retarded by the intensity
of the colour question; what has occurred there is the
consolidation of the white peoples in a joint exploitation
of the black. The same i$ true of France and Holland and
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